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ON THE SPIRITUALITY OF THE SOUL. 





[conTINUED FROM No. 18.—PAGE 188.] 





Whatever internal, or secret principle 
Matter contains, does not prevent it from 
being matter still, so far as extensibility, 
form and divisibility are concerned, which 
are qualities incompatible with Intelligence. 
Say not, that the Omnipotence of God might, 
for what we know, impart the faculty of 
thought to Material Substance. To assert 
that Omnipotence could act in such a manner 
as to be guilty of Contradiction, is not to fix 
limits to His power. It would be an insult 
to infinite Wisdom to suppose it capable of 
pg the design of attempting such an ab- 
surdity. 

Thus, the Almighty could not make a cir- 
cular square, nor a square circle. Thought 
and extension are as opposite in their kind, 
a are sound and colour. It is impossible to 
colour the sound of an organ, or trumpet; it is 
equally impossible to make sonorous the per- 
fume of a rose. In like manner, material and 
immaterial, extensible and inextensible pro- 
perties cannot be identified in the same sub- 
stance. A being exists not without its essen- 
tial qualities; neither can it exist with quali- 
ties, which necessarily exclude each other. 
Consequently, if it be extended, it must be 
without thought; if it receive thought, it must 
lose its extension. 

_ Buch are the notions, which sound sense 
inspires; and were it permitted to sacrifice 
them to chimerical hypotheses, the wisest 


plan would be to doubt of all, than which 
nothing could be more foolish. 
Finally, matter is susceptible of motion. 
But, we would ask, what has motion in 
common with thought? We have aclear and 
correct idea of motion; we have also a con- 
sciousness of our thoughts, of the operations 
of our understanding, will, and judgment. 
Do we not see that they are of a different 
nature? Motion necessarily implies agitation, 
a displacement of parts, a removal from one 
place to another. Now we ask any sensible, 
honest man, is his thought a body which 
moves? We must not confound the motions, 
which are externally going on with thought, 
and the knowledge which we have of them. 
When we represent motion, the mind na- 
turally conceives a body in different places at 
different times: but when we consider inte- 
rior actions by which, we will, or we will not, 
by which we think, we reflect and judge, are 
we ever induced to represent to ourselves, 
a material substance in motion? Were a 
man to inform us that the poetical beauties of 
Virgil, the philosophy of Descartes, the dis- 
coveries of Newton, the sublime eloquence 
of Bossuet, had been so many agitated par- 
ticles of Cerebral matter, or the result of 
their thickness, volume, velocity, or collision, 
would we not, consider such language to be 
insufferably ridiculous, and believe that man- 
kind were never formed either to speak or 
understand it? Would it not be absurd to 
suppose that the conscience of man is a dis- 
placement, that the sentiments of gratitude 
and friendship are mere removals of a mate- 
rial substance from one place to another? Such 
would be the case, if thought were motion. 
The only foundation upon which modern 
Materialists support the horrid structure of 
their most horrid doctrine is, that tert, pas- 
sive matter must not be confounded with organ- 
ized matter, which, when thus modified, ac- 
quires new qualities, that i: previously had not ; 
so that by the mizture of several substances we 
obtain a result, which none of them can sepa- 


rately produce. 
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What illusion can be more glaring and 
gross? What then is this organization which 
can impart thought to matter? Is it Botanical? 
We certainly cannot conceive how a violet, 


however organized, or fragrant, can, there- 
fore, be a thinking body. It is even @ 

blem, which has not, as yet, been solyed, 
whether Animals reason. ‘The present qués- 


tion, however, is about the organization ‘of 
the human body, and yet what is it, howéver 
perfect? It brings certain parts of matter*in- 
to the relations of symmetry and adaptation, 
into a certain proportion of effect and motion. 

We can well suppose new and endless for- 
mations of material substances— 

But after all, what is the result? Matter, 
with its inseparable qualities of extension, f+ 
gure, and divisibility. But where is thought? 
Is it not a self-evident principle that an E& 
fect requires a Cause? Is it not equally ob 
vious that the effect must exist in the cause? 
Select a company of blind men in whom the 
optic nerve is destroyed. Combine them ac 
cording to the suggestions of the most proli- 
fic imagination ; will you thereby produce 
one, who can see? Certainly not. And why? 
Because each of them has lost the necessary 
aptitude for receiving (however ingenious, or 
varied may be the combination) the impres- 
sions of light. So that the Materialist may 
torture his brains, and rack his wits, as 
much as he thinks proper; yet, after all his 
ways and means, he is compelled to acknow- 
ledge the impossibility of refining material 
substances, insusceptible of thought, into im 
telligent, or thinking beings—Of what avail is 
Chemistry in such an investigation? It com 
bines particular powers, so that one exercises 
an impulsive force upon another, so that they 
mutually concur in producing one common 
effect. The compounding of substances only 
i what pre-existed, and which re 
quired to be drawn into action. Thusignited 
sulphur disengages the air, which is condena 
ed in saltpetre: the air thus dilated; follows 
the natural laws of elasticity, and 





e, the 
explosion with which we are so familiar, Mow 


































































if thought were the result of organized 


ity of developing it thi 
ibility, as we have just seen, is intom- 


susceptib 
patible with extension, figure, and divisibili- 
ty; We.might as well assert that the colour 


of a flower possesses the quality of becoming 
sonorous! : 

It is truly amusing to see what. pains our 
Modern Ideologists, unnecessarily suffer in 
endeavoring to give a Mechanical description 
of thought. We shall quote a few passages 
from the works of those would-be-learned 
Materialists, whose writings prove, that “ all 
that glistens is not gold,” and whose elo- 
queace clothed in all the attractive costume 
of sejence is better calculated to seduce than 
to instruet.. , 

Cabanis states that the brain is a peculiar 
organ destined to produce thought, as the stom- 
ach and intestines to. perform digestion. Food 
with its peculian qualities descends into the stom- 


ach, and pastes into.the Duodenun and thence | 


into the Iejunum and Ilea, with new properties. 
The stomach is the great digestive laboratary. 
essions are, accordingly, made upon the 

im through the media of the nerves. This 
wiscus is thrown into action; in its turn it acts 
upon them, quickly transforms them into ideas, 
and accordingly transmus them!! Hence we can 
conclude with the same certainty that the braiu 

' digests, in some manner, tis impressions, and 


——- performs the secretion of thought!!! 


»Inall this, there are nearly as many quib- 
bles and errors as there are words—and such 
invariably is the weakness of falsehood, that 
when buffeted on every side, it seeks a shel- 
ter under ambiguity, and indefinite obscurity. 

Shall we be told that the soul stands in 
need of the brain in order to perform its ope- 
rations? We can understand such language; 
but we shall hereafter revert to such an as- 
sertion. But in the mean time, what can be 
more inconsistent and strange than to consi- 
derthe brain: as a thoughtful machine? Are 
we to be told that the brain digests the im- 
pressions which are transmitted to it? We 
would ask, what can be those impressions, 


which are made upon the various organs of 


the human body, but dilatations, vibrations, 
or; displacements of material particles, in a 
word, mere motions? Thus to assert that the 
brain digests snch impressions, is to say, that 
it digests those various molions of cerebral 
matter! What can be more absurd, more 
unphilosophic? Will Materialists assert that 
the same analogy holds good in relation to 
the brain and its impressions, and the stom- 
ech and its food? We shall push the sup- 
posed analogy, and then ascertain its validi- 
ty: « What is the function of the stomach? It 
changes, or assimilates only to a certain ex- 
tent, the food which it receives, into the nour- 
ishment of the system. The qualities, which 
the stomach gives it, are not incompatible 
with a‘ material being, and do not prevent 
material substances from existing in Nature. 
Therefore, Materialists must acknowledge 
that the action of the brain in changing, or 
my dn ing the motions which affect it, must 
ever leave them as such; therefore, nothing 
but motion would be the result; therefore, as 
"has been already shewn, motion is not thought. 
Bat 'it may be observed, that the brain trans- 
‘mits these impressions, after having meta- 
°‘morphosed them into ideas! We would in- 





ter, however combined thal mater should be 
ible of. . require an 
pa wet ae fp A itself But “eh! 









i u substance— 
thus the Materialists prove nothing? 
same question still returns. What isthe na- 
turé of this substance which contains..all 
these ideas? If owr Adversaries say, that it 
is Material; we then bring forward a solitary 
proof, which ‘they cannot refute, viz. the in- 
compatibility ofthought and matter. It is by 
such a mechanical explanation of thought, 
that we find such glaring, such palpable ab- 
surdities. 

To resume our first proof of the Spirituali- 
ty of the Soul, drawn fromthe nature of 
thought, we lay down our Proposition as fol- 
lows :— 

Whatever is without extension, figure or 
divisibility, such as thought, cannot be iden- 
tified with that which has extension, and form, 
and is capable of being divided, such as mat- 
ter—Therefore whatever thinks 7s not matter. 

If we experienced sensations-and entertain- 
ed ideas, without their leaving a trace of their 
existence behind them; if our souls did not 
preserve a recollection of them, of what use 
would be our fugitive knowledge, which would 
vanish the moment it was acquired? The 
soul would be incapable of comparing, judg- 
ing and reasoning. It is, however, gifted 
with the sublime power of regenerating, as it 
were, the notions, which it once conceived, 
of thus bringing them before her, of contrast- 
ing and combining them, of establishing prin- 
ciples, of drawing consequences, in a word, 
of judging and of reasoning upon them. This 
new capacily of soul is a new proof of its sim- 
plicity. Let us suppose that a man possesses 
a mint of knowledge, that history, science, 
literature, the arts and politics are ever sub- 
servient to his call, the vast collection of the 
sensations which he feels, the ideas which he 
conceived, the reflections which he made, are 
all reducible and amenable to One Principle, 
which may be correctly considered their 
great depository. There is not a distinct 
principle, or department for sensations, an- 
ther for ideas, and athird for judgments. No. 
There is but one J. It is that same indivi- 
dual, who sees this world, who is acquainted 
with its beauty, who judges that an Intelli- 
gent Being is the Author of all. This last 
act of the mind, which elevates the soul to 
God, to his infinite perfections, and to the 
duties which are necessarily connected with 
them, must suppose many sensations, preli- 
minary ideas and special judgments. In this 
sense, the interior judgment may be consi- 
dered as a compound, but the act itself, by 
which the mind judges and pronounces that 
judgment, is one. ‘This intellectual opera- 
tion is indivisible, and it is thus that all the 
most intimate functions of our understanding 
evince its immateriality. 

It is not our intention, on the present occa- 
sion, to call in question the science and Ge- 
nius of the Expounders of Materialism. 

We transfer their works, in this view of 
the subject, to those who have the right and 
privilege of passing sentence upon them; we 
are fully sensible how the detestable sophis- 
try (for, Philosophy, it cannot be termed) of 
Materialism, relative to the soul and its ope- 
rations, derives iis knowledge of the human 
body, and of the evils that beset it. 
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| service wherever found—but we untaunt 
cally deny that the or, pigmy Apost] , 









wather ranters of Materialism ay 
versant with the first, and indie, ah 


pensable re- 


and the |.quisite in Polemical dissertations—They sy 


destitute of Logic, of sound Metanhy. dun” 
the talent of reasoning, of cotiectine rae 
and drawing correct conclusions from Ry 
en: principles. "s 
e are astonished to find that 
surd, Metaphysical systems, so deitizante 
morality, could have so many unfortunate 
sectarians; or, to speak more correctly, je 
ought not to be astonished; for, this monstrous 
doctrine is not new; it takes its rise from the 
base and contaminated source of the human 
passions—It was formerly confined to the 
pestilential pages of infamous books, which 
were accessible only to a few, but in these 
depraved and licentious times, it is worked 
into the would-be-philosophic and pseudoclj- 
terary writings of almost every venal, pitiful 
scribbler, who madly aspires to the character 
of Authorship, and villainously projects the 
spiritual destruction of generous, confidj 
and inexperienced youth, who greedily ie 
vour whatever is favourable to their corry 
inclinations, and by thus deadening the delj 
cate sensibility of conscience, cruelly rob 
their own tender hearts of the fear of the 
Lord, and by imbibing the poisonous opiate 
of a false security, thus qualify themselves to 
think, speak and act with all the licentious- 
ness of rebel nature. 

We shal] have, on another occasion, a 
suitable opportunity of unfolding the horrid 
consequences of such a doctrine; at present, 
we will merely notice the most plausible ob- 
jections of Materialism to the spirituality’ of 
the Soul. 

These horrid sophists have resorted to éve- 
ry possible expedient te support their tenets; 
and Authority, Experience and Analogy have 
been summoned to depose in their favour, 

Avruority, say they, informs us, that the 
dogma of the spirituality of the soul is quite 
new; even the Fathers of the Catholic Church 
knew it not, for, Tertullian, St. Ambrose,.and 
St. Hilary considered the soul as corporeal, 
and St, Augustine wrote a book (de Quantitate 
anime) ON THE QUANTITY OF THR Sout!!! 
Locke also starts a Problem, and inquires, 
whether God be not sufficiently powerful to com- 
municate thought to motion? 

EXPERIENCE, according to them, teaches 
us, that the soul undergoes the changes and ri- 
cissitudes of the body. It seems to be born, to 
grow up, and decay with it: reason is unfolded 
and becomes enervated like the organs of the 
body: temperament, age, climate, education, ha- 
bit, and diet, papers the sensations and ideas 
of the soul. e observe that the moral and 
physical relations of man are parallel and iwva- 
riable. We may thence conclude that the body 
and soul are one and the same thing though dy- 
ferently modified!!! ; 

AnaLoey, continue they, tells us, that ani- 
mals give evident signs of feeling, thinking and 
reasoning beings; and yet what are they but or- 
ganized machines? ould you, say they, 
presume to suppose that they have souls? Chis- 
tian Theology 1s opposed to the very idea: oe 
fore, Man owes what he is to his physical or 
gamzation!!! saad 

Materialists then advance that. the dogma 


of the spirituality of the soul was up nti to 





shall ever respect science, talent and 


the Doctors of the Catholic , Church! Let 


em 
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in a few equivocal ‘terms; which 
were used by those Holy, learned men? 

“In order to illustrate their views, ‘or to 

their meaning to the capacity of their 

aie it is natural to suppose that they did 
gecasionally speak of the human soul, in lan- 
guage not strictly Metaphysical. 

Bat how far from their thoughts was the 
adoption of the gloomy, loathsome systems 
which Infidels would feign impute to them! 
Some supposed that, besides the external 
body which it animates, the soul was united 
to a sort of etherial envelope, which served 
as a bond of connection, or medium of com- 
munication between it and the different, but 
least delicate organs of the human economy. 
{n this sense, they asserted, that the soul had 
a body; which certainly did not prevent its 
intelligent substance from being spiritual. 
Others, to shew that the soul was something 
real, that it was not a simple quality, main- 
tained, that it was a body, in the same sense, 
iu which we say, that it ts a substance: and as 
the soul has different qualities, such as un- 
derstanding, will, and memory, they thus took 
éccasion to consider it as a compound sub- 
stance, which had different parts. 

All this is satisfactorily discussed in Ber- 

ier’s Dictionary, or in Pluquet’s Dictionary 

Heresies, to which works we respectfully 
refer our numerous readers, 


[To BE CONTINUED.] 





ON THE RULE OF FAITH. 


A Winter Evening Dialogue between John 
Hardman and John Cardwell, or THoveuts 
on THE Rute or Fairtn, in a Series of 
Letters, &c. &c. &e.— Continued from No. 
18.—Page 142, 


LETTER VI. 


Mr. Hardman’s subsequent Reflections and Researches, 
which lead to a happy Result. 


Kirkham, May 24, 1817 





GenTLEMEN, 

Discussion is a useful practice, where the 
discovery of truth is important: and it is a 
most salutary expedient, where ignorance or 
rejudice intercepts the knowledge of relig- 


tous truth. For this reason, I thank you, |of 


Gentlemen, for your pamphlet. I am grate- 
ful to you, not for what your book has done, 
but for what it has caused to be done. I no 
longer, indeed, consider it as that sound and 
unanswerable refutation of Popery, which my 
ignorance first took it to be. I am now sen- 
sible that it has neither reformed my prejudi- 
ces, nor increased the sphere of my knowl- 
edge. But though it has not been the 
efficient cause of either, I am happy’to as- 
sure you that it has been the instrumental 
cause of both, by introducing me to this dis- 
cussion with my friend Mr. Cardwell. 
Unaccustomed as I have been to converse 
with Catholics, or to read their books on re- 
ligious subjects, and, like my Protestant neigh- 
bours, taught, from my infancy, to consider 
Popery as a false, unscriptural, and immor- 
al system of religion, fit only to be mention- 
ed with abhorrence, and rejected without en- 
> fury, I thought, with all the confidence of 
» ROrance, and the pride of a fancied superi- 
Wt , that the contest between the ancient 
hurch and the modern sects of the Refor- 
mation, had been finally settled, and clearly 





; , 12 919dy sels 
assed @. Does the of of stith a be~ 
haste ; ; selinted ae { 

consist | of the" Papists; and left them without the 
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decided in our favour. E:had been led to | 
lieve, that our divines had 


shadow of a reply. For many years I had 
been’ told by ee take vicar in be anortens 
sermon, that their religion was earthly, i 
devilish, which none could profess, but those 
who obstinately shut their eyes to the light, 
and whose minds were given up to a strong 
delusion to believe alie. This I had often 
been told with an air of authority, and I was 
simple enough to believe it. I now see the 
contrary. r. Cardwell’s conversation has 
brought me to a more correct mode of think- 
ing. It has opened my eyes to see that de- 
lusion, inconsistency, and danger, are on 
our side, and that truth, stability, and security, 
are theirs. During the progress of our friend- 
ly discussion, I could perceive my protestant 
prejudices fall away one by one; and I felt 
my reason compelled, by the sensible obser- 
vations and weighty arguments of Mr. Card- 
well, to abandon, one after another, every 
weapon which I had chosen as the instru- 
ment of my attack on the Catholic Church. 
At first, I was surprised and mortified. I af- 
terwards began to suspect that I was really 
the advocate of the weaker cause. On my 
return home from Mr. Cardwell’s, my mind 
was fully occupied in revolving the subjects 
of our conversation. When I arrived at my 
own house, the family, who are early to bed, 
and early to rise, had retired to rest. Every 
thing was silent. The fire was burnt low, 
and only gave a glimmering light. - As I felt 
an inclination to meditate, rather than a pro- 
pensity to sleep, I pulled your pamphlet out 
of my pocket, and put it into the fire. It soon 
revived the dying embers, restored a comfort- 
able blaze, and cast a cheerful light through 
the room. I then sat down,, and reconsider- 
ed your Letters to Mr. Sherburn, and Mr. 
Cardwell’s reflections on them, Many new 
ideas burst upon my mind. In my former 
Letters I informed you of the dispositions with 
which I went to attack my friend, and of the 
sentiments which, during the course of our 
conversation, successively took possession of 
my mind. I will now lay before you the sub- 
sequent train ofmy reflections. Mr. Cardwell, 
said I, has begun at the right end, The Rule 
of Faith. Without faith it is impossible to 
please God. There is but one Lord, one 
Farrny, one baptism.” It was therefore con- 
sonant to the divine wisdom and goodness to 
give, and necessary for man to recejve for his 
guidance, a Rule of Faith, which should be 
plain, competent, and secure; otherwise error 
would be harmless, because it would be in- 
evitable. Now the Protestant rule, of the 
written word alone, as interpreted by private 
judgement, is deficient in all these properties, 
and the Catholic rule of the written word as 
interpreted by the Church, is invested with 
them all. 

First, the Bible alone is not a plain rule. 
Mr. Cardwell has shewn that it is not easy, 
and adapted to every capacity, but often diffi- 
cult even to the most learned. Immense mul- 
titudes cannot read at this day, and before the 
invention of printing, fewer still were able to 
read, and none but the wealthy could purchase 
a Bible. While readers and books were few, 
translations from the original Greek and He- 
brew into modern languages were less com- 
mon. | Could this be a rule plain, and adapt- 











ed to all capacities, which during fourteen 


= 


daily mistake the ‘1 of the saered: 
books, and pervert them into ‘wild 
or sense more impious; and the unstable; rum 
ning into the most opposite and 
interpretations, can never upon the true 
sense; while it is much to be feared that botly 
the learned and venvee whose numbers ‘are’ 
very great wrest the’ Scriptures: to their own 
destruction. et 

But neither is the written’ word! alone = 
iy tie rule. Some things are practised: 
all Christians, which are either‘un ized, 
or forbidden by the letter ofthe Seripturey 
and some things are without scruple negleet- 
ed by all, which are literally commanded by, 
the Boskuay Mr. Hardman has imstaneed 
the observation of the Sunday, taking oaths 
on certain occasions, eating certain meata, 
neglecting certain prescribed ceremonies, re>, 
taining certain descriptions of property, and, 
using certain forms of compliment; and the 
still more weighty case of infant-baptism, 
Neither can'the Scripture alone bear testimé- 
ny to that fundamental point of Christianity, 
the authenticity and inspiration of the Serpe 
tures. The Bible-alone system undermines 
the Bible, It is built on fallacy, Fallagy, 
runs through the whole of this system: +) \... ; 

But as the Bible alone is not aplain.op, 
competent, so neither is it a secure rule...’ 
true sense of Scripture is:a secure and infal-. 








lible guide. But it is evinced by experience,. 


that with the Bible before, their eyes, man 


give conjectures for truths, and disagree on, 


the most weighty texts: they oppose the.y 


ment, the learning, and- authority of thal 


own sect, to that of all others; whileall 
them have the whole weight of the i 
of the Catholic Church in the opposite sea 
Where false interpretations are so eaayjy 
common, and so momentous, who - 
dently and safely rely on his own ju ; 

But the word of God. interpreted by, 
Universal Church, is a rule of a very. different 
character. It has the properties. whichsthe 
other wants, The Catholic rule is, plain, 
competent, and secure. Sa 

It is plain and easy, fitted to all. capacit 
and well adapted to the fallibility and weak- 
ness of human judgment. »Ajl could, not 
read or procure Bibles; and of those, 
could, many have abused them, by gr 
on their own misinterpretations of it, a .varier 
ty of sects and false doctrines. But,all, Chtis- 
tians, learned or unlearned, rich or,poor;, 
learn from the living voice of their, pastor 
instructions adapted to their compnrehe 
and capacity, all that is mecessary.for the 
to know. To readers so »instructed and go 
disposed, and perhaps to them only, the pery- 
sal of the Bible is very profitable. By these 
means alone, thousands in every past age, 
well as the present, have been, tsracted i 
the truths and duties of religion,, though they 
would neither read nor purchase a Bibles,and 
it is by the same means that the most, 
ed are instructed in their infancy. The 
ing voice of the pastor, is‘a rule, 
persons of all ages, descriptions, and .cone 
ditions, Ss ‘bh pie: ’ 

It is ‘also a ent rule. , It e% 
the whole doctrine of Christ. | It inl 


written word, and the treditiane-af 
thes, which are not all cle Waccanted ke 
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. The delivered the whole 
of Christ to their successors; their 
stiecessors ‘to the next age, and so on to the 

time, And in point of fact, it is by 
means of the ‘Catholic rule alone, that we 
are certain, that the Scriptures are the gen- 
uine; authentic, inspired word of God; and, in 
general, it is by this means alone that we learn 
the true sense of Scripture, and every other 
pomit of religion, which the written word ei- 
ther does not contain, could not contain, or, 
as in the instance of swearing, observing the 
Sunday, &c. it appears to discountenance and 
forbid. His rule gives satisfaction to the 
conscience, where the Bible alone generates 
deubts and scruples. 


~ But it is in its security that the beauty, the 
excellence, and perfection of the Catholic 
Rule shine forth with brightest lustre. First 
from its nature: for it does not consist of the 
opinions of a few moderns, but of the collec- 
tive and unanimous sentiments of the Pastors 
ofthe Universal Church, both in ancient and 
modern times; of a body of men exceedingly 
numerous and widely spread, whose opinions, 
prejudices, manners, and customs, are in oth- 
er matters very different, but whose sentiments 
in regard to every point of faith wonderfully, 
Thad almost said miraculously, agree. Sec- 
ondly, from its mode of communication: for 
learned, virtuous, wise, and experienced, as 
tliis most numerous body of pastors is, they 
af@ suspicious of their own private opinions, 
and are diffident of their own private judg- 
ment in the weight and awful matters of di- 
vitié faith; and holding it to be deeply sinful 
to-admit of any addition or retrenchment, they 
profess conscientiously to teach that faith, and 
that only, which they received from their 
forefathers, their forefathers from their 
predecessors, their percecorsars from the 
ye he apostles from Christ. This rule, 
, is the safest that can be devised, 

/and. givés the greatest satisfaction and secu- 
ais can be given. To oppose one’s own 
e opinion to the unanimous judgment 

of such a body of pastors, acting with such 
wisdom and caution, exceeds the rashness and 
presumption ofthat man, who should persist 
in his own private interpretation of the civil 
law of the land, in opposition to the unanimous 
devision of the twelve judges, and the unani- 
mous opinion of the whole body of lawyers. 
Even if Christ had given his followers no 
commandment to hear the Church and obey 
its pastors; if he had never promised to send 
the Holy’ Ghost, the Spirit of Truth, to teach 
his Church all Truth; and himself to remain 
with it all days, even to the consummation of 
the world; if he had never said to the Pastors 
of this Church: “ Preach the gospel to every 
creature; hé that believeth, &c. shall be sav- 
ed; he'that believeth not shall be condemn- 
ed;” Or, as we translate it with Protestant 
is, “shall be damned:”’ still, in this 

case, it would be the most prudent and se- 
Gare way, for an humble Christian to, follow 
the lic rule of faith, and the Catholic 
fale of interpreting the Scripture. ‘But if 
Jesus Christ has given these commands, these 
promises, these warnings; and these gospels 
are'an undeniable evidence that he has done 
this} the security of the Catholic rule, and my 


. 
*% 


to follow it, are established on the} 


id foundation. The Bible alone may 
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of Christ never can. 

Other considerations lead me to the same 
conclusion. Christ commanded the apostles 
to preach the gospel, not to distribute Bibles. 
They converted the world by preaching, not 
by distributing Bibles. St, John, who sur- 


commissioned and divinely assisted Church| had produced its natural. effects on 


Vou..dz 


of unlearned and unstable whens 

aided by the experience of three centuries of 
biblical experiment, we can carry the argu 
ment much further. What the sixteenth cen- 
tury proved @ priori, the eighteenth can de- 
monstrate a posteriori, from effects. . 


vived the rest of the apostles, and who put, length the Catholie principle is illustr Thus at. 


the finishing hand'to the Bible, never gave it 
as the sole rule of faith, He never addres- 
sed his disciples, who loved to flock round 
him at Ephesus, in words to this effect: “M 
dear children, besides the books of the Old 
Testament, three gospels have been compiled 
by Matthew, Mark, and Luke; a book called 
the Acts has been made public; and eighteen 
Letters have been written to certain ae 
or individuals of the faithful, by my brothers 
Peter, Paul, James, and Jude. To these 
books I have lately added a fourth gospel, 
three epistles, and a treatise called the Apo- 
calypse. Now, as my time of abiding among 
you is short, it is essential that you should 
know, that hitherto the preaching of your 
pastors has been the rule of faith; but this is 
to be your rule no longer. Henceforth these 


at 
confirmed by Protestant experiments, Tae 


; Faith, 
reason, and experience, now lead to the same 
conclusion, that the Bible alone is not the. 


y|rule of faith, Mr, Cardwell has shewn, that, 


none do in fact follow the. Bible alone: that 
this outcry is, in some, the watchword of 
ty; in others, the language of insincerity ; in; 
others, the raving of mad fanaticism; in all,: 
the cause of much fickleness, uncertainty, and, 
discrepancy in faith: that it is the source of 
all that scandalous and daily increasing mul, 
pee y of sects, which is the reproach of the 
orth of Europe, and particularly of this 
once catholic island, and that there can be no 
unity of faith, no refutation of error, no cone, 
viction of heresy or schism, while every mag 
has a right to form his faith according to his 
own construction of the texts of the Bible, 


books shall be the only rule of faith to you| To believe only our own interpretation of the, 


and all the faithful, to the end of time. They 


contain the whole will of Christ; all the doc-| believe what we please. 
By read- 
ing them, and interpreting them according to 
your own opinion and judgment, though your 
interpretations may vary, you cannot err in 
faith, We have ordained Clement, Linus, 
Timothy, Ignatius, Polycarp, &c. to succeed 
us, and charged them to ordain other pastors 
in like manner. But though they are good and 
lawfully appointed pastors, they will be un- 


Accordingly, fey nia intesion is such an imperative duty, and so evident a. 


The mark of divinely revealed truth. The’objéc2"’ 


trine and tradition of the apostles. 


safe guides. 
with no interpretative authority. 
Bible, and interpret it for yourselves. 


Bible, is, in other words, to believe, and) dig- 
Here, then, I stand on solid ground, sup. 
ported by Catholic faith on my right hand, and” 
by Protestant experiments on my left. ° ‘The! 
tree is known by its fruits. Let us apply this” 
criterion to the matter in question. Whe Ca" 
tholic rule has preserved, during eighteen’ 
centuries, and still preserves, in these latter 
ages of licentious disputation, and fearless 
innovation, that sacred unity of faith, whith” 


. . e QB 
Bible, I say the Bible is henceforth the only tela whith 66 Speen te!) ve rae 


religion of Christians.” 
apostles been a Protestant, or if his disciples 
were to be Protestants after his decease, he 
ought to have spoken or written to this effect; 
and considering the greatness of the change, 
which was likely to affect every point of be- 
lief, it is reasonable to suppose that he would 
have done so. Had St, John been a Protes- 
tant, or a member of the Bible Society, he 
would have written a fourth Epistle, for the 
express purpose of conveying this most im- 
portant injunction to all future ages. But he 
gaye no such injunction. Speaking in the 
capacity of a pastor of the Church, he ex- 
pressly says: “ He that knoweth God, hear- 
eth us; he that is not of God, heareth not us, 
By rus we know the Spirit of Truth and the 
spirit of error.” (1 Epis, iv. 6.) This ac- 
cords with the spirit of all his brethren. It 
is no less clear and decisive than the com- 
mand of St. Paul: “‘ Hold fast the form of 
sound words, which thou hast heard of me. 
Hold fast the traditions, Mark them who 
cause dissensions and offences, contrary. to 
the doctrine which you have learnt, and avoid 
them.” It agrees with the admonition of St. 
Peter, to beware of the rule “ of private in- 
terpretation;”’ and with the entreaty, of St. 
Jude, to follow the Catholic rule of tradition, 
and “to contend earnestly for the faith once 
delivered to the saints,” 

The Catholics might have argued thus, and 
Mr. Cardwell tells me they did argue thus, 


a priori, when Luther, first, proclaimed . the 





moat-sohd. 
lead my fallible judgment astray: the divinely 


Had this last of the less upon the reason of the thing, than on out"! 
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barrenness of the fig tree’ appe@ 





Rule of the Bible alone, before this new rule 


‘rable than such fruitfulness int’ 


misconception of their doctrine, or on our own’ 


peculiar misconstruction of the Scripture; and\* 


the greater part of our abuse of that doctrine,»* 


moderation would spare. But the rule of’ 
private interpretation has produced errors” 
without number, and evils beyond calculation. 

Private interpretation of the sacred, but abu" 
ed Bible! Thine are the heresies of Luther” 
and Calvin, from which so many other sect® 

have sprung.’ Thine are the errors of Miti-"” 
cer, and Zuingle, of Cranmer, Cromwell, 80"? 
cinus, and Bayle. ‘Thine are the dreams of” 
Mede and Swedenburg, of Brothers, Hunt-"' 
ington, and Southcott, Thine are the sects”: 
of the philosophizing Priestley, and the en” 

thusiastic Wesley, which have so nearly emp 
tied our parish churches, and absorbed our” 
establishment, leaving it no means of selfde> 
fence, without stepping back on catholic” 
ground. Private interpretation! ‘Thine are 
the lust and sacrileges of Luther, Henry, and’ 
Cranmer. Thine are the unholy irs 
Seymour, the despotism and murders of ' Plt 
zabeth, the seditions, usurpations, and ae 
thronements of succeeding reigns. | Thott'” 
hast perverted religion, disturbed society, poi a 
soned justiee, and persecuted virtue. Tho’ s 
mingledst’ the cup of malice, hatred ‘and'ret” 
venge; and my unhappy country has drunk it” 


4 
to the dregs, and to the astonishment’ Of" “ 


rope, is still intoxicated with its bittern a ' 
Are these the fruits of a good orevil tree? 


more” 108 
evi! lo monn e 
yen bora ald 
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From these considerations I draw the same 
rence which Mr: Cardwell does. 
"4p The Bible was not the Rule of Faith in 
the first century of the ‘Christian Church. — 
~@, It was not written on the plan, nor with 
the intent, that it should, in succeeding ages, 
e the original ge > me wees by 
Christ, and acted upon the apostles. 
Bs This ‘eaatouatio ie, condemned by 
the concurring voice of Scripture and Tradi- 
tion, is a modern invention, adopted by inno- 
vators to serve their own purposes. 
4, The innovators themselves, who invent- 
-or adopted this new rule, never followed 
it'in all things; but only so far as their own 
humour, convenience, prejudice, or passion 
suggested. nat 
16. The effects which this rule has produc- 
ed, in the belief and practice of the enthusi- 
asts who have followed it, shew, that if it does 
by chance, it produces evil by necessity. 
Consequently, the Bible alone, left to each 
one’s private interpretation, is not by divine 
jnstitution the sole and exclusive rule of faith; 
.noris it in practice, of itself, a plain, compe- 
tent; and secure guide, on which a prudent 
christian can venture his salvation. 


But on the contrary, these following propo- | confi 


sitions are equally evident to my reason. 

1, The Catholic Rule of Faith was that 
which Christ instituted: a rule which the 
apgstles never repealed, but which they re- 
ferred to.in their ministry, and enjoined in 
their writings to the strict observance of all 
future, ages. 

2... The Catholic rule is no less admirable 
in, its effects, than holy in its origin, and ve- 
nerable in the continuity of its practice, 

3. The Catholic rule alone is adapted to 
the weakness and fallibility of the human un- 
derstanding. _ It is alone calculated to check 
pride, to encourage humility, to instruct ig- 
norance, to resist innovation, to detect here- 
sy;to refute error, and to preserve, in all 

es,and nations, the sacred and lovely unity 
of ‘ that faith which was first delivered to the 
saints,” and which the divine Author and Fi- 
nisher of our Faith framed with such wisdom 
and perfection, as never to require Reforma- 
tion from sinners. 

4,, The apostolic antiquity, the perpetuity, 
universality, consistency, and security of the 
catholic rule, compared with the newness, 
the contracted locality, the inconsistency, and 
instability of its heterodox rival, prove to my 
satisfaction, that this catholic rule alone is 
that plain, adequate, and safe, because infal- 
lible. guide, which it was consonant to the 
Divine Wisdom to ordain; and on which a 
prudent christian can with perfect confidence 
rely, for the purity and integrity of his faith. 

6, Scripture proves nothing when it. is 
quoted ina wrong sense. In this manner the 
‘devil quoted scripture against our Saviour, 
with all the Bible pedantry of the most Me- 
thodistic Protestant. To ascertain the right 
senge of a disputed passage, it is wiser and 
better.to hear the Church, than to set up my 
own, private opinion, in opposition to that ve- 
nerable and competent authority. This is 
the guide. that I have hitherto wanted, In 
this rule\no fallacy lurks. 

6,,Jf,this church, authorized and acting in 
the manner, described by Mr. Cardwell, holds 
some, doctrines which are contrary to my con- 
struction of the Bible, but conformable to her 


that some of her tenets are not expressed, in, 
the Bible, but she assures me that she re- 
ceived them by uninterpreted Tradition from, 
the Apostles, and, moreover, shows me that, 
this is a plain matter of historical fact, it is 
far more likely that she is right and I wrong, 
than that I am in the right and she in an er- 
ror. Here it is the part of prudence and of 
virtue, for me to acquiesce in her better judg- 
ment, and not to cavil with the obstinacy of 
heresy, but to believe with the docility of 
faith. 

Gentlemen, I have now communicated to 
you the substance of our observations on the 
nature and tendency of your pamphlet. I 
have also laid before you the subsequent re- 
flections which so powerfully struck my mind 
the same evening before f retired to rest. 
Your candour will excuse the imperfections 
of my yy During the progress of these 
Letters, I have reconsidered the subject with 
mature deliberation. I have read with great 
attention the books which Mr. Cardwell re- 
commended to my perusal. I have found 

articularly convincing and decisive, Mr, 
Fletcher's Sermons on the Marks of the true 
Church, Mr. Berington’s Faith of Catholics 
rmed by Scripture, and aitested by the Fa- 
thers of the five first centuries, and Bishop Hay’s 


Christ from the written Word. To the since- 
rity of these inquiries, I have joined fervent 
prayer to God, for the assistance of his grace 
to énlighten and direct me. My research 
has been successful. My prayers have been 
heard. God has blessed the labours of my 
search after the truth; because my will was 
upright, and my heart was sincere. Philip 
asked the Ethiopian who was reading the Bi- 
ble: ‘‘ Understandest thou what thou read- 
est??? He answered: “‘ How can I, except 
some one should guide me?” (Acts yiii. 30. 
I am now perfectly convinced of what I di 
not even suspect, before my winter eveni 
conversation with Mr. Cardwell, that the 
wisest, as well as the simplest reader of the 
Bible, is often in the same predicament, as 
the Eunuch; and equally needs the guidance. 
of a Philip. It is your case at present, and 
it has been mine, i have been benighted in 
the Scriptures for want of a sure guide. I 
read my Bible, but to little purpose or, profit, 
till I was furnished with the Catholic key to 
its hidden treasures. 

I have often been delighted with the good 
sense, but, as a Protestant, puzzled with the 
practical conclusion to be drawn from the 
words of Dr. Field, formerly Dean of Glou- 
cester, and designed Bishop of Oxford, whom 
Fuller calls ‘‘ that learned divine, whose me- 
mory smelleth like a field which the Lord 
hath blessed.” This Protestant divine says: 
“ Seeing the controversies of religion in our 
time are grown in number so many, and in 
nature so intricate, that few have time and 
leisure, fewer, strength of understanding to 
examine them, what resteth for men desirous 
of satisfaction, but diligently to search, out 
which, amongst all the societies of men in the 
world, is that blessed company of holy ones, 
that household of truth, that Spouse of Christ, 
and church of the livg God, which is the 
pillar and ground of the Truth: that so they, 
may embrace her communion, Solos her direc- 





wn unvaried interpretation; or, if I judge 


his soul and‘ waste away his spirits, in tracing 


Sincere Christian instrueted in the Faith of|leth, but the catholic spirit of it, which gis 


unset Wate" or a man fo tiré out |to 


—— —== ee 
out all the.thorny paths of the controversies 
of these days, wherein ,to, erz,is no less.easy 
than dangerous; and not rather to betake him- 
self to the right path of truth, whereunto, God. 
and nature, reason and experience,'-do all 
give witness? And that is, to associate, himeelf 
to that Church, where. the. oe is hea- 
venly and supernatural truth hath been by hear 
ven uself committed; to weigh. discreetly which 
is the true Church; and that being once. found, 
to recewe faithfully and obediently, .without 
doubt and discussion, whatsoever, delwer- 
eth.” (Treatise of the Church, Epist. Ded.) 
I am no longer puzzled, or perplexed with this 
inquiry, or the result to which, it leads,.:,It, 
leads not to the reformed camp of Luther 
his host; but to one more ancient, more au: 
thentic, better disciplined, and Jess suspicions 
My choice is now decided: my faith is settled. 
Next Sunday I will go with my friend Mr. 
Cardwell to the Catholic Church, and wilt ‘ 
henceforth seek the peace, comfort, and se- 
curity of truth, in the sincere rofession “ 
the Apostles’ Creed: I believe bie Ho Ca. 
tholie Church. ne 

That you may cease to bewilder yourse 
and mislead others, by vain expositions of 
Holy Bible; that you may. follow, ‘not, 
misinterpreted letter of the Bible, which 









life, and that, leaving the delusive path of, 
private judgment and passion, in which 
heresiarchs have gone astray, you may haye 
the glory and happiness to come to the kiiow- 
ledge and profession of Catholic truth, shalt : 
be the earnest prayer of, Gentlemen, — 

Your sincere well-wisher © 


and Catholic friend)” °'"") “°° 
mo J6n 
Joun Harps dies) 
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beg) 
A Pamphlet has just been thrown)im out: 
way, by some unknown ‘hand, : containing’ * 
Discourse, which, we are informed in the ti” 
tle page, was delivered in the Meeting House 
of the first Baptist Church and Society;.im, 
Union street, in this. ¢ity,.on the. day ofipubso! 
lic thanksgiving, (November! 26,1829) by’ 
Cyrus Pitt Grosvenor,’ Pastor; and which, it’ “ 
is there said, was published by request...) «3 
In noticing this discourse of the, Rev, \Pas~,l 
tor of the Union Street. Churcli and Society »'« 
we wish not to have it understood by our red” 
ders, that our intention is to réfute any of the 
gross calumnies rehearsed. by, him against,.- 
Catholics;—our time would __ be. only jlest.;h: 
These, have been sufficiently refuted: .Dwo * 
hundred years ago, they would have been’ bes" 
lieved, and might have served his purpoge;.... 
but now they can do us.no harm, as they.aneo4 
believed by few or none;—and we should!not!: 
risk much in asserting, not even by the Re¥:°" ‘ 
Preacher himself. Neither is it oitr intention” 
to commend the beauty of its style, the happy, 
arrangement of its, matter, and, the .strength!:! 
of its reasoning. ‘\Aaito style, Transcalp ero” 
} arrangement, it has ide ts vooldilguamee*” 


as to reasoning, it has none. C'est un rai- 
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Ponnement qui porte toujours a faur. All is 
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semblance of proof, Its premises never war- 
rant the conclusion intended to be drawn 








injustice and want of common decency, to say 
nothing of charity, in the intemperate abuse 


religion of one eighth of the population of 
this city, of nearly the whole of that of Cana- 
da and of an immense majority of the Chris- 
tian world. What could have been his mo- 
tive in thus caricaturing our religion? Did 
he hope, by adopting such a course, to re- 
commend himself to the greater part of his 
hearers, in order to insure the continuance of 
his services among them? The slightest 
knowledge of the history of that congregation, 
or society, ought to have deterred him from 
it. Individuals who had themselves suffered 
80 much from the insults and persecution of 
‘others, it would seem to us, should be the 
least of all inclined to encourage a minister 
to lavish insult and abuse upon others, and 
especially upon those who had never offend- 
ed, or injured either him, or them. 


Picture of Boston,” an excellent little work, 
from which the Reader will be able to learn 
what this Society, of which the Rev. Mr. 
Grosvenor is now Pastor, had to suffer in this 
city and vicinity, until the year 1718, not 
from members of the Catholic Church, which 
he is pleased to denominate “the mother of 
harlots,” but from the lineal descendants of 
the good old Pilgrims, whom he eulogizes as 
the “true Gospel Church, in the simple, unos- 
tentatious congregational form, which,” says 
he, “is our own.” 

“ First Baptist Church, constituted May 
28,1665. The history of this church, says 
Mr. Bowen, is \most intimately connected 
with that of the progress of religious liberty 
in Massachusetts. When the little band first 
united, they were compelled to seek shelter 
in by-places for their worshipping assemblies. 
Sometimes they met at Noddle’s Island— 
they gathered themselves together at Charles- 
town, and when they finally built a house in 
Boston, in 1678, they were obliged to do it 
clandestinely, as if for some other object— 
and after they had dared to meet in it, the 
doors were closed by the hand of the magis- 
trate. Persevering, however, to maintain 
what they asserted to be their rights, they 

felt the hand of power to lay (fie) 

heavily upon them, and in 1718, when Mr. 
Elisha Callender was ordained, some of the | 
_ most eminent pedobaptist ministers took part 
-in the public services. From that time down- 


Il is| ward, the spirit of persecution has been ba- 
—mere broad assertion without the | nished from Boston.” 


Cyrus Pitt Grosvenor, of this formerly perse- 
from them. No; our object in noticing at cuted Society, and persecuted too for up- 
present this unchristian discourse, is to ex- wards of fifty years, by what he terms “ the 
pose the illiberality of its Rev. Author,—his true Gospel Church,” made up of the des- 
cendants of the Plymouth colony, “the true 
Zion,”’ “‘ the city of the living God,” it is the 
which he has so lavishly poured out upon the Rev. Pastor of this church, who here takes 
upon himself to insult, and to apply, more in 
the spirit of a Demoniac than of a Christian 
minister, or a true disciple of the meek and 
humble Jesus, the most horrible and degrad- 
ing epithets, to the most numerous and re- 
spectable body of Christians in the world!— 
To what shall we ascribe this extreme illibe- 
rality? 
ly hope he is incapable of so dark a crime. 
We would rather attribute it to his ignorance; 
and his ignorance to attribute to his prejudice. 
Perhaps his opportunities of obtaining correct 
information, respecting the Catholic religion, 
have been but few, and these few he cared 
not to improve. 
one side of the question—and this side, with- 
out examining farther, he has taken for grant- 
ed. Perhaps he had heard somewhere, pro- 
“The following is an extract from “ Bowen’s bably in the school in which he was reared, 
or had read in protestant works generally, 
that the Catholic Church was indeed the 
“‘ Babylon,” “ the Mother of harlots;” “ the 
abomination of abominations;” “ the mystery 
of mysteries;” and he only repeats the same 


son; and thus stumbles along, committing 
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It is the minister of this Society, the Rev. 


Shall it be to malice? We sincere- 


Perhaps he has seen but 


** old ditty,” as the school boy would his les- 


blunder upon blunder, as every blind guide 
is sure to do who travels in a road, he knows 
nothing about. Such may be the case with 
the Rev. Pastor. He does not know our re- 
ligion and therefore hates it,—and he hates it 
because he does not know it. The case is 
extremely common; indeed, it is almost the 
universal case with the adversaries of our 
Church. Like the enemies of Christianity of 
old, whom Tertullian mentions—trained ear- 
ly to entertain the falsest notions of it, they, 
of course, dislike it; and disliking it, they, of 
course, shrink from the study of its doctrines. 
Malunt nescire, quia jam oderunt.—And again, 
he says, a little after, Si damnas, cur non in- 
quiris? If thou condemn, why dost thou not in- 
quire? Shall we answer the question of this 
primitive Apologist of Christianity, in a man- 
ner applicable to many of the ministers of our 
days? Shall we say? 
** It is their duty, al) these good men think, 

T’ espouse the cause, by which they eat and drink; 

And zeal peculiar privilege affords, 

Indulging latitude to deeds and words.”’ 

How far such a motive would justify the 
Rev. Pastor in the sight of God, we shall 
leave to himself to explain. 








To prove at least to our distant peaden 
that our remarks, on the discotitse of thitg 
Rev. Gentleman, do not savour of too much 
severity, we shall give some extracts from it. 

In page 6, he observes:—“Throuoh if 
church, when the church is not go pon 
from the world as to lose all proper 
tion with it, and when the church bears the 
image which the Gospel impresses upon it 
the Gospel diffuses its benefits upon the com- 
munity at large. Such has been the fact id 
every age and nation. When this has not 
been the case, it was because somethi 
which belongs not to the Gospel, had obtaleg} 
a footing in the church.—In other words the 
church had become worldly in its principles 
and practice, or in its form, or in all these 
particulars. ’ 
The papal church is an instance sufficient 
to show our meaning, and to prove the truth 
of what we have asserted. Papal infidelit 
built around herself her Babylonian wall, an 
brought within that wall many an unclean 
thing, and then continued to call herself the 
church. The world that was within ind 
in abominations which were “ consecrated.” 
to use aterm dear to papacy, “consecrated” 
by being within the church; and the world 
without beheld the high and massy walls, with- 
in which “the mother of harlots” had ep 
trenched herself, and they saw no feature of 
the Gospel church, but something which.ne- 
vertheless bore that name. This exterior 
world, though themselves no lovers of" pi 
and virtue, and needing the example of the 
church which Jesus had set up, that it might 
“‘ not be hid,” this exterior world justly re 
jected as an abomination what claimed to be 
that church; but with it they rejected the Gob- 
pel on which it claimed to be planned*and 
built. It is no marvel, therefore, that error 
was not corrected, but was diffused by papa- 
cy, or that vice was not suppressed but was 
rather encouraged by this * abomination of 
abominations,” as it is strikingly denominated 
by the Holy Spirit.” 

Papal infidelity built around herself her Bar 
bylonian wall, and brought within that wall ma- 
ny an unclean thing, and then continued to call 
herself the Church. Here we have a gratd 
and solemn introduction to the remarks he is 
about to offer, by the way of illustration; and 


what he had asserted in the few lines before. 
And how, think you, does he prove it? He 
proves it by a bold assertion. He asserts, 
that the Church of Rome fell into infidelity; 
that having fallen into infidelity she built around 
herself her Babylonian wall; (the usual cantof 
all Beaters of “the Drum ecclesiastic,” and 
brought within that wall many an unclean thing, 
and then continued to call herself the Church. 
All this, doubtless, sounded well in the'ears 
of the illiterate—it was no more than what 
they had been accustomed to hear from theit 
very cradles: that the Church of Rome wasan 
infidel Church, &c. that she recommended and 
practised all kinds of abominations; &. "This 
was a matter of course—a granted point in 





theireyes. But had any one of his more en 





by which, he means to prove the truth ‘of 
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THE JESUIT. 





brethren, one, for — who 
to,take things upon trust, stood up interr 
rupted him, stating: “that he should like to 
some good proof of his assertion, re- 
specting this hackneyed charge of “ Papal 
infidelity: what answer would he make? 
jn’ what was she infidel? Was it in her 
doctrine? If so; as a candid preacher of 
the Gospel, he should clearly state it, not 
‘on the assertion of enemies interested in 
ealumniating and defaming, but upon the 
authority of Rome herself. Again, what was 
¢he unclean thing she brought within the wall 
of which he spoke? What practice did she 
recommend that was so very exceptionable? 
What were her abominations? those that she 
consecrated, to use aterm, you say, dear to 
papacy, as if the term were not employed 
equally in our own Bible?—That before he 
-gdduced any thing in proof of a principle ad- 
yaiced, he should be sure that the thing ad- 
duced was itself evident. Now, it did not 
appear to him as yet, so very clear, (although 
he had heard it a thousand times asserted from 
the pulpit gratis,) that the Church of Rome 
fad really fallen into infidelity.” 

Had any one, we observe, of his more en- 
lightened hearers, had the courage to reauest 
his proofs for these bold assertions, , roofs 
fsunded on fact, and not upon protestant au- 
thority, his argument would at once have been 
at an end; and his congregation would have 
‘been spared the trouble of listening to a vast 
ideal of ill timed, as well as ill placed non- 
Bense. 

The Orator proceeds in the next place, as 
\a further illustration of his position, to intro- 
duce a comparison between Catholic Canada 
aad Protestant New England, forgetting that 
Canada is subject to the withering influence 
\of Protestant England, observing: that the 
policy of the religion of the former, is to keep 
-the people in ignorance—of the latter, to en- 
lighten them as much as it is possible. Here 
we have another assertion of the Rev. Pas- 
tor, which he can substantiate fully as well 
ois the former one. 

“ After only this brief comparison,” says 
he, “if one should ask, to which section of 

ithis northern country, New England or Ca- 
loMada, it would be most proper to apply the 
middle clause of our text, would it be difficult 
to:make.a quick reply? ‘‘ We have a strong 
city.” “If knowledge and gospel virtue, and 
generally distributed property, constitute the 
loptincipal strength of a people, every one is 
able; to make the application.” Admirable 
«reasoning for a Divine! 

hoo Again, he says: ‘the religion of the Pil- 
tigtims, the religion of Christ, puts every man 
si@n his \owm.responsibility to God.” Quere: 
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Or, the Presbyterian? Or, the Calvinist? Or, 
the Universalist? An important question this, 
as he makes that to be the true religion of| 
Christ; as he ascribes to it, and to its favour- 
able influence, (see page 9,) the prosperity 
of all New England—nay even of the whole 
of our youthful republic. (See page 1.) Who 
would not be of that wonder working religion! 

“ The religion of Catholics,” he continues, 
“makes his responsibility only to the Bi- 
shops,”’ (another assertion as false as uncha- 
ritable) “‘ who in the name of the Pope, and 
by his authority, may punish, or forgive sins. 
(Quote your authority, Rev. Sir.) It is not 
difficult to say which they will do, when the 
sinner has not sinned against their Church, 
but only against God, and confesses his sins 
to the Bishop and purchases the pardon of 
them with money.”—We have often been 
told, that the more ignorant class of people 
would sometimes express such sentiments of 
us; but we really could never have supposed, 
had we not the proof before our eyes, that 
any minister of the Gospel of this city, who 
had a character to lose, and who had any re- 
gard for his reputation, would have dared to 
utter, from the pulpit, which should ever be 
regarded as the chair of truth, so unblushing 
a calumny! 

“‘ The sale of indulgences,” he continues, 
“has been and still is carried on extensively 
in Canada.” Another foul assertion, equally 
as destitute of truth, and which the Rev. Pas- 
tor takes upon himself to make with as much 
boldness as if he had all the proof in the 
world of the fact.—What a pity, he did not 
assert it to be the practice of the Catholic 
Church in Boston! He would have had pre- 
cisely the same grounds, as he had for assert- 
ing it of the Church in Canada, But the 
one was afar off; it consequently answered 
his purpose better: whereas the other being 
near at hand—he might have been possibly 
brought to the proof, which he well knew, it 
was impossible for him to obtain. 

With this specimen of his illiberality we 
shall, for the* present, take our leave of the 
Rev. Pastor of the first Baptist Church; as- 
suring him on our part, he is perfectly wel- 
come to go on with his misrepresentations, for 
all the harm which either his tongue or his 
pen is able to do us. 
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THE JUDGE OF CONTROVERSIES. 
[ConTINUVED FROM No. 18—Pace 143.] 
72. There are many of the family of sim- 











The Judge of Controversies, in matterpiaf 
to err, they would also err, who should abide 
by his sentence. Now it is evident, on the 
one side, that the Scripture is infallible, sinée 
it is the word of God, who cannot err: ahd 
on the other side, that men are not infallible, 
but are liars, and liable to error, according to 
that of Rom. 3. 4. God is true, but every man 
isa liar. Therefore the Scripture can be an 
infallible Judge; but men cannot, since they 
are liars. But the Pope is a man, and the 
Church is nothing more than a collection of 
men: Therefore the Pope and the Chureh 
are liars, and can err!! Consequently no man 
is secure in matters of faith who follows their 
opinion!!! | 

73. This objection, if it had any weight, 
would have no less force against our adver 
saries, than ourselves, For if every man is 
aliar, and can err, it necessarily follows, that 
Moses, the Prophets, Apostles, Evangelists, 
even Luther, Calvin, and likewise all Luthe- 
ran, Calvinist and Protestant preachers are 
lars and can err, because they are men; 
therefore, no credit, no confidence should be 
given to them; but every thing said by them, 
should be suspected, and considered ,as un+ 
certain. Where, therefore, is Faith? Nor 
is it of any consequence that they assert, that 
what they announce, is not the word of man, 
but of God; for if they are liars, they may al- 
so lie in this point. Therefore they have no 
certainty. ' 

74. But far be it from us, to speak, or even 
to think so. Since the matter is quite differ- 
ent. First, we confess indeed, that the Scrip- 
ture is a certain and infallible rule, because 
it is the word of God: but we add, that since 
it is often obscure, the true and lawful sense, 
cannot be easily understood by every indivi- 
dual. Therefore, an infallible Judge is ne- 
cessary to define, what is the lawful meaning 
of the Scripture. But this Judge cannot be 
any private individual, because if this:were the 
case, there would be as many different Judges, 
as there are chapters, and sentencés in the 
Scripture, and thus no controversy ¢dnld te 
decided. For, who could presunie to say that 
his opinion was right, and that of his neigh~ 
bours, wrong. It is necessary, therefore) that 
there should be some public Judgé, who 
should have the power of defining, and décid- 
ing with authority, between the litipating 
parties. a 

75. In the next place, we assert, that men 
can be considered in a twofold light. © First, 
as they are children’of Adam, and liable to 


dered’ in this light, they are without  déubt, 
prone to falsehood and lies, Gen. '8)°1.: 
Psalm, 38.6. Secondly, as they aré’ 





pletons, who make the following objection. 


ed and governed by the Holy Ghost, fot the 
one of 


the various corruptions of nature! and conbi- 
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not liable to falsehood, or error. Such, in the 


Old Testament, was Moses, with the councils | 


of the ancients, Num. 11. 17. Such were 
the other Pontiffs, or High Priests, who suc- 
ceeded them; Deut. 17. 9.,Aggaus. 2. 12. 
and Malachy 2. 7. Such were the Pro- 
phets, Isaias, Jeremiah, Ezechiel, Daniel and 
others: Jeremiah 1.7. Such, in the New 
Testament, were the Apostles, to whom it is 
said—I will send you from the Father, the 
Spirit of Truth, Jno. 15. 26. and cap. 16. 13. 
When he, the Spirit of: Truth is come, he 
will teach you all Truth. But where there 
is all Truth, there can be nolie. Such final- 
ly was, and now also is the Church which, on 
account of the perpetual assistance and direc- 
tion of the Holy Ghost, has never yet erred 
nor ever can. 


76. Now, have all and every one in the 
Church, this assistance and direction of the 
Holy Ghost, so that they cannot err in faith? 
This question is easily answered. Every 
one, indeed, has this protection, but depend- 
ently on the Church itself. For, as long as 
he continues united with the Church, he can- 
. not etr: if he dissent from it, he already errs. 
This can be illustrated by two compari- 
sons. ‘The one is taken from the human 
body: for, if you should ask, whether each 
of the members, which are in the human bo- 
dy, bas in it the vital and sensitive spi- 
rits, by which life is preserved, the answer 
would be, that each of the members has, but 
dependently on the head and heart. For 
from the head and heart, as from a twofold 
ptinciple, these spirits are derived to the rest 
of the members. Hence if the arteries, or 
canals, through which the derivation and dis- 
tribution of the vital and sensitive spirit take 
place, be interrupted, or cut off, the other 
members are necessarily deprived of the spi- 
rits, and can no longer exercise their office. 
This matter is clear and evident. So it is 
with the Church. Every one of the Faithful, 
who ‘are the members of the Church, has 
indeed the assistance and direction of the 
Holy Ghost, but dependently on the Pope, 
who is the Head of the Church, and on the 
councils which are, as it were, the heart of 
the Church. Therefore, as long as every in- 
dividual remains attached to the doctrine of 
the Pope, and the Councils, he participates 


im the’ assistance and direction of the Holy |® 


Ghost, and cannot err in faith; but if through 
discord and obstinacy, he departs from the 
Head and Heart, he then cuts off, from him- 
self, all the channels, so that the divine as- 
sistence and direction of the Holy Ghost can- 
not be conveyed to him, and thus he is 
led away from the truth, and becomes liable 
_ to error,.This is what ha;pened to Arius, 





THE JESUDMT. 
from a flock of sheep, which very well repre- 
sents the Church; according to the attestation 
of Christ, Jno. 10. For, as the whole flock 
collected together in one place, or sheepfold, 
have the perpetual assistance of their shep- 
herd, who with his staff and dogs, defends 
them from the ferocious wolves; thus, the 
whole church of the Faithful, collected toge- 
ther in one faith and in one spirit, have the 
perpetual assistance of their Divine Pastor, 
who said—I am the good shepherd and I know 
my sheep, Jno. 10. 14. Again, Behold I am 
with you all days, even to the consummation of the 
world, Matth. 28.20. Likewise, as every in- 
dividual sheep, as long as it remains with the 
flock under the guardianship of the shepherd, 
is safe and secure from the jaws of the wolves, 
so, in like manner, every Christian, as long as 
he remains with the church: that is, in com- 
munion with the church, is secure from the 
danger of error and infidelity. Finally, asthe 
sheep which stray from the fold, are destitute 
of the protection of the shepherd, and hence 
exposed to the snares of the wolf—so the 
Christians who depart from the common sense 
and doctrine of the church, are destitute of 
the assistance and protection of the Holy 
Ghost, and are consequently exposed to er- 
rors. 








Extract of a letter, received from a Reverend and 
Worthy Correspondent. 
Cincinnati, Ohio, Dec. 20, 1829. 

“We learn from Mr. Reze, who arrived 
from France two days ago, that the Right 

Rev. Dr. Necker is appointed Bishop of New 

Orleans. He will be well received by all the 

Clergy. Such piety, talent and modesty as 

he possesses, are seldom found united in one 

individual. Right Rev. Dr. Portier, Bishop 
of Mobile, has arrived at New Orleans in the 
ship Antioch, with nine LEcclesiastics, the 
tenth gentleman who accompanied him, is 
destined for the Diocess of St. Louis. The 
sisters of Charity, who have been here only 
two months, have already sizty-five children 
under their charge. You have probably re- 
ceived a letter from the Right Ris. Bishop 

Rosati, who wrote to you from Kingston, 

Upper Canada, in order to introduce to your 

notice the Rev. Mr. M‘Donald who is curate 

of that city and Vicar General of the Diocess. 

I hope that the publication of the Works of 

this most worthy priest will do a great deal of 

ood 


“ We are happy to learn that your Brother 
has safely returned from Rome with the Rev. 
Mr. Dubuisson. One of the happiest days 
of my life was the first Sunday of Advent, 
which I spent at Saut, St, Louis, in the Iro- 
quois Mission, opposite the heights of Mon- 
treal. This village contains about one thou- 
sand inhabitants, of whom only three or four 
are white. These have obtained a special 
permission to reside in the place. eir 


priest, Rev. Mr. Marcoux, resides in the 








was-formerly built by the Jesuits 
I slept in the chamber of the famous Onis 
voix, and celebrated High-Mass at the 
altar on which he had been in the habit of of. 
fering 4 the “clean Oblation” to the 
There I saw a portrait of the Rey. Father 
Lafitteau, who figures conspicuously in the 
annals of Canada.—This place was the Thea 
tre of the Heroical virtues of Catharine T.. 
kakouitha, the is, of whom mention is 
made in the Lettres edifiantes. Oh! H 
beautiful is the Unity of our Church! In the 
midst of those children of the Desert, Jw: 
perfectly at home! They sung and served at 
the august and adorable sacrifice of the Mass 
and are well acquainted with all its impres. 
sive ceremonies. 
“The Members of the Choir are very ny. 
merous; in truth, I frequently fancied that | 
was in one of our own colleges; so orderly 
exact and perfect were those Catholicised 
oy in all their movements and their con. 
ct. 
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A CARD. 

The Editors of the Jesuit and Carnone 
SENTINEL return thanks to the Roman Ca. 
tholics of New York, for the characteristic 
liberality which they have displayed in eon- 
tributing so promptly and extensively to the 
circulation of their Paper. While such pa- 
tronage proves that the Inhabitants of, that 
thriving and enterprising City and State are 
alive to the importance of preserving the Faith 
which was once delivered to them by their 
Fathers, by the Saints and the Apostles of 
the True Church, it affords pleasing encou- 
ragement to the Editors, to think that, so far, 
their labours have not been in vain. They 
avail themselves of the present opportunity of 
expressing their thanks to all their subseri- 
bers from Quebec to New Orleans, and ven- 
ture to assure them, that their usual efforts 
will be continued in illustrating, diffusing and 
defending the Principles of the Onr, Hoty, 
Caruotic and Arostotic Cuurcn. 





BoP We feel obliged to our Poetical Cor- 
respondent, in Troy, New York, for his com- 
munication, and would remark that his favor 
is adapted to Easter—In the mean time we 
shall be happy to hear repeatedly from him. 





bcSeveral interesting Articles have been 
unavoidably crowded out of our columns this 
week—They shall appear in our next. 
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